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Dilemumas of Communism
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Shortly after World War I a
lightly rowdy popular song asked
he question, “How you gonna keep
lem down on_the farm after they’ve
- peen Paree?? 'B&t this problem of the
- fFarmex’s sqﬁg*;pever became really
scute, even though the proportion of
rm population in the United States
radually declined from one out of,
‘Bvery three pérsons in 1913 to oné’,.
ut of every six in 1950." g
“The consequences were not sericus’ |
ecause, while this process of attrac- -
tion to the cities apd to industry was
oing on there was alsd undér way
uch an increase in the rate and effi
ciency of farm production that byg*
1952 the natiod’s fatins were furnish-3
ing nearly 80 per ceht more food and
other crops than 3@913.' 7

* Something very fifferent has been
taking place \épﬂef’ffﬁe “dictatorship
of the prolefariat’ (in which the pro-
letariat. has had little if any .yoice)
in the Commynist-ruled Soviet Union..
Gross agricultural production there
in 1952 was only 10 per cent higher
than in 1940, whigh in turn was but-
little above what it had been before
1928 when Stalin began imposing i
state - controfled  _collective ' fa¥ms. §
Grain production had just abotit kept
up with the growth of population, i
but livestock production, according
to Party Leader Khrushchev,” was$
actually less than back in 1916 under §
the rule of the Czar: For an averhge!
Soviet citizerf there was 23 pounds§
of meat per, y&ar, compared with 145§
pounds, pef ‘pérson inthe United§
States. o
. 1t is true that Soviet heavy'indus-%
‘4ry, the base for production of arms§
and machinery, has been pushed to
suclilengths- as,g sevenfold ingréase §
in steel capacity since 1929 and per-#
haps a trebling of electricity and in- %

#6r the conditions offarmiivin . Now
“Mr. Khrushchev gé¢ks 10 fombat the |
evident agriculit¥ fé several|’
_methods, all of fhem questionable.

‘gence Agency, to the Alumni Federa

i them henceforth to close off theil

dustrial equipment output since 1945. |

But this has been ,a¢ omplished |
nly by the drawingbi€onsiderable|
nifhbers of workers'ihto the cities).
without any offsetting: attention tof:
the"improvement of farm production

" His effort to recruit young factory|
workers for state farms has met an].
unenthugiastic response. His project|
for plowihg up virgin grasslands in
Kazakhstan to plant corn appe_ar_sl

likely to produce a huge dust bowl,
And all talk’ef tractors and combirgs| |
only ‘highlighfs ‘the fact that very|,
little of RUMEY’s" industry hab, been] !
geared to. Prodicing farm imple{’
ments, . ¢7 ) ,

If these are .the merits of central{.
ized planning along Leninist and
Stalinist lines, ther{§0me point is lent
to an observation_made the othern

day by Allen, W, Dilles, director aff.
the Unite _,k‘S_tafes Central Intelli

tion of Columbia University. ‘
““In introducing mass education the

troubled Soviet leaders have loosed
forces dangerous to-themselves,” hs
said, “It will be very difficult fo)

own people from access to the reali
ties of the outside world,” -
‘Thus the leaders of the Sovie
Union face at least two uncomfort} |
able problems: (1) How to balance ‘,
distribution of labor between fndus}: |

§ try and agriculture so as to maintai

a stable‘,national base; (2) how t
keep a growingly literate populac
convinced that they are making syt
decisions more isely than a reprd
sentative government and ‘a fre
economy could do. ,
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